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and Congo-reform movements, the anti-vivisection cru-
sade, and the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to
Children. Let us examine briefly the way in which Bain
sought to account for ostensibly disinterested emotion and
action. As we have seen above, he regarded tender
emotion as wholly self-seeking, and, like many other
authors, he attributed such actions as we are considering
to sympathy. He wrote : " From a region of the mind
quite apart from the tender emotion arises the principle
of sympathy, or the prompting to take on the pleasures
and pains of other beings, and act on them as if they were
our own. Instead of being a source of pleasure to us, the
primary operation of sympathy is to make us surrender
pleasures and to incur pains. This is a paradox of our
constitution to be again more fully considered." 1

Here he has clearly committed himself to a position
that needs much explanation. But, when we seek his
fuller consideration of this paradox, all we find is a
passage of a few lines in his section on moral disapproba-
tion. This passage tells us that when another's conduct
inspires a feeling of disapprobation as violating the
maxims recognised to be binding, " It is to be supposed
that the same sense of duty that operates upon one's
own self, and stings with remorse and fear in case of
disobedience, should come into play when some other
person is the guilty agent. The feeling that rises up
towards that person is a strong feeling of displeasure or
dislike, proportioned to the strength of our regard to the
violated duty. There arises a moral resentment, or a
disposition to inflict punishment upon the offender."2
That is to say, according to Bain, the source of all dis-
interested moral indignation is the reflection, "If I had
done that, I should have been punished; therefore he
must be punished." Now, this attitude is not uncommon,
especially in the nursery, and it plays some small part,
no doubt, in securing equal distribution of punishments ;
but it is surely wholly inadequate to account for that
paradox of our constitution previously recognised by
Bain. In order to realise how far from the truth this
* Op. tit. p. 83.                                     * Op. dt. p. 391.

5